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Passive smoking not a great cancer risk, scientists claim 


A conl/awfilil report (Void i Lara 
ct top scientists has found (hat pas¬ 
sive imoltlng do«i nor post a tigiwfi- 
anl ameer titk 


The flndlnj, bused on an analysis 
or 41 studlei. putllihcd worldwide. 
(Ins in the (are of the widely-held 
wkw that JnhaHni other pwplt's to¬ 
bacco smoke it dangerous. 

The research was carried oul by s. 
woriiai group ol res peered European 
csperti on motwilar biotogy. genet* 
let end Hillttlci. 


they oonduded this pmvlcus think* 
In, ibout Lite guards cfaitvironmen- 
lit tobacco smoko (SIS) bated on 
experiments with laboreleiy rati was 
instpltocd. 

Earlier studies hid alto been prone 
to distortion due lo rtatitficsl .bias.' Il ’ 
was claimed, , 

However, nntl-unoklni campafynca 
are quick to point out tliaune study 
wm sponsored by three insjor to* 
Unoco companies, Philip Month Em* 
rope, Diilish-Amcrican Tobacco end 


Rolhnvmt lilcntillonil. They otsa 
ilttti tut H Ignores harmful effttU 
other tkut canoer, hire bronchitis, * 

The scientists litilel they main* 
laincd « iirictly .neutral stance 
(hroughouh Prof Jeffrey Idle, who 
chalrod the working group, urd be. 
only named lo act up the research on 
the itncl uiderrlanoiop Dun even If 
the results were unfavourable to to¬ 
bacco Interests they would be pub* 
fished In dill. 

In 1992 Ihe US Environmental Pro¬ 


tection Agony elnilfled ETC at a 
claw-A circIrtHto, Selling Ihe bench¬ 
mark for Mtiiwiet towards passive 
smoking today. 

But iDoordln, to the new study the 
evidence ,on which this conclusion 
was based was flawed. Mote merit 
research had shown Hat just because 
HU exposed lo high dates of • am¬ 
eer causing ehemfraJ developed to- 
tiKiura this did no I,.win tower level t 
of (ho same substance would present 
a rcdiwed risk to humans. 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/jzgj0001 
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